Dear Mary, l 


/ . 1 , 

Jim asked me to listen to the Boverly u liver interview and give him my opinions 
Lant nfcght , my hands so full of fine thorns I feared typing, I did. Considering the 
conditions of the making of tho tape, it is a fine one. But considering that this is a 
dub of a dub, much of it is incomprehensible. Of what con bo made out, a large part is 
fascinating. C.loarly slie knows things. But what she knows and what she is improvising 
is liard to separate, in the important area, is she tho Babushka Lady, my impression is 
that she is not, cannot bo and is untruthful. 




A general, if unsolicited comments: next time you huvo such a witness, d6 it 
yourself, pother you were motivated by a dosiro to bo cooperative, a fear that in some 
way you wore inadequate, or what, I can't know. But I do know that tho others were no 
help to you and often cut her off at the wrong times with vain interjections, foolish 
questions unrelated to wliat she was talking about, and often smothered what she was saying 
with prolonged, raucous a ; hi inappropriate la ighter* fours 5.o tho only real questioning 
that I could make out. You lod her into enough byways to come batik and ask the seme 
question in different ways, to get a check on what she'd say, without the digressions 
by others, no one of which that I can recall having been at all productive. 


I'd like to know more about her. The first part of tho tape is almost entirely 
incomprehensible. There is much sho could have known from being one of the club girls 
and from this oho could have imrpovised an enormous amount based on what appeared in 
the press and what she'd been told by others. 

Separating what one gets from a psychopathic liar who does knovr things is always 
n problem. It lias boon most difficult for me with women, perhaps in part because I can't 
bring myself to troat tliora ns roughly as I can men. What I have usually done is what you ' 
did, just keep them going to givo them full opportunity to cross t her so Ives up. 

Generally spooking, if you condset an interview with more than yourself and the 
witness, you wind up with cross-talk on the tape and later oan't make things out. Tils 
increases geometrically with the number of poople. I have often interviewed witnesses with 
another present, for often the second person cun make valuable contributions. But my 
experienco-indio.-ite:; that it is generally bettor to do it alone. One wrong, if aoriottsly- 
in tended question asked at the crucial moment can change the direction of the entire 

interview,* turn the witness off, etc. And in this caso, you really got no help. Arch’s^ 

voice records bo poorly tliat I couldn' t make out what he was asking, so if ho was of 
help, I couldn't detect it. I imagine he could have been, more so without the others, for 
whom I imagine you both have raoro respeot than is warranted in such matters. 

It is more than an impression that tolls me Boverly w«3 lying. Here art! a few of 
tho things I recall subject, of course, to ray misunderstanding poor parts of the dub-out 
again, under the ciroumstnnoes, tliat you got as much is simply incredible! ), Oswald had a 
CIA card? Never I She didn't know wliat the 01 A is? She didn't know Nanoy? By tilt! time, of 
the interview she siwuld have hoard of her, if not con tempo raeouoly. Her story on tho film 
is inherontly unbelievable. The agents dort t givo or carry cards, they show Identifications. 
I know of no caso where tiiey didn t rotum^an edited version of tho film they got when they 
wanted its content hidden. The in'no case of which i know kept the film. If she caught any 
part of the assassination on film, it is illogical to assume t’int she'd not ^iavo rushed 
it into processing, for it would have besn worth a fortune, and if tliat didn t occur to 
her, how about natural curiosity, a dosiro to show it to others? Not is it eSsy to believe 
that she never went back to get tho processed crowd scenes. If I understood it, she worked 
for Ruby and didn't know Eva Grant of George Senator? The p.'irt about knowing so many men 
from New Orleans, including liaroello, when she was only 18, is hard to credit. Tho laws 
are severe with respect to females bolow the age of consent. The story that Larry Taylor 
was supposed to kill Castro is hard to credit and fits too well with wliat had been in tho 
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papoi’e, wlwt Garrison spoke about so much. Her explanations dealing with taking the film 
out of the camera stretch a willingness to bolieve and are too elaborate. If she didn't 
continue to film, wliich is wliat I tliink olio said, in itself is enough to establish tliat 
oho is not the B. lady, who is clearly visible grinding away an tlio motorcade disap- 
pears under the triple Underpass. 3he ajoo dichi^t tall: much after suoh an experience. 

She was when the police and an FBJ. agent wore within 10 minutes of the shooting, had a 
visible camera and wasn't asked for the film when there was a veritable shuttle to 
the sheriff's office? And other tilings. 


There remain areas of interest I hopo you can follow. One is her repeated 
reference to her iate husbands telephone books. Another is that oho "worked" for Bill 
docker? 1 presume she war a otoolie of some kind. Form would argue her statement that 
Decker was "the most honest law man 1 ever met", but I also suggest that for one of her 
tender years, it is not likely that she worked for many law won, unloss it includes 
after the assas: dnation, when she wn3 only 10, Starting at 15 was pretty young for such 
olubs, oven if Ruby, as I liavo just teamed, prof erred thorn, young. Isn’t that an invitation 
to trouble from authorities and parents? 


Another suggestion for when you make a tape undor such cirounstanoes, coming 
from my own recent oxporlancoo taping Ray, whose voice does not record well: have the 
subject closest to the mike. In my last Kay interview I liad It facing him. I found Ida 
voice bettor titan in any previous tape and mine oiino on okay. 

When you come back from a ermany, if you liave the timo it might bo a good idea to 
speak to her again, if you have time, this timo by yourself, ao you can ask wliat you want, 
say wliat you want and if you loan on hor a hit it will bo loan embarrassing to her without 
so many observers) nnd not be as diverted (that question, did she know H&goll, is one of 
the too-froquent interruptions tliat were irre volant and clionged tlio subject, but typiool 
of the problem with this mid with multiple-questioner interviews) so tliat you can keep in 
raiind wliat you are after. If ohe is a liar, if will be batter if you liavo in mind wliat you 
want to isle, but not liavo it organised ao that she can anticipate wliat you will ask and bo 
prepared. It in bettor if you mix it up so she can t cook up responses by anticipating 
wliat you 11 be going into. 

• ^ 

I haven t read Back Ruby's Girin, so I don't know how much she could havolcarnod 

from reading such works. I have little doubt that oho liad to know ronu of the people of 

w,;ora ohe spoke, though. In itself, this can bo fnsoinating. The entire tape is. 

I shall regard tills as confidential, as your interview, not to bo used, 

+J 

Boot?* 


